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Applicants' arguments, filed 12/8/00, have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. Rejections 
and/or objections not reiterated from previous office actions are 
hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are 
either reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete 
set presently being applied to the instant application. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

This rejection is reiterated and maintained from the 
previous office action, mailed 6/6/00. Applicant argues that the 
amendments to the independent claims results in a scope of the 
claims such that only a part of the overall gene content of the 
individual under analysis needs to be determined and that this is 
not undue experimentation. In response it is reiterated from the 
previous office action, mailed 6/6/00, that the finding of a new 
geneotype which is related to a disease is frequently and most 
cortrntonly a massive research effort. The instant claims still are 
deemed to require the relating or correlating of at least one 
gene or segment to some disease phenotype which still require the 
above noted massive research effort for the identification of a 
disease-influencing gene even if only one gene is to be 
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identified out of the myriad genes as previously noted. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(^) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 

^^Jnv disclosed or described as set forth m section 
iofof fiUe? if ?he differences between the subject 

llltlr soiaht to be patented and the prior art are such that 
?he s^jec? mat?er as a whole would have been obvious at the 
Sme Se invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
PateitaSiUty shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over either of Martinez, Kauffmann et al., or 
Schork. 

This rejection is reiterated and maintained from the 
previous office action, mailed 6/6/00. Applicant argues that the 
specific elements of servers, remotely programmable devices, etc. 
are not merely the automation of manual activities but lacks any 
persuasive reasoning as to why not. For example, applicant 
argues that programming a general purpose computer is not 
obvious. This is confusing as such programming of general 
purpose computers to automate computational or data analysis 
tasks is now many decades old. How is this not obvious as well 
as well known to perform whenever data is to be analyzed, 
especially when repetitive tasks are required? Applicant then 
argues that the discovery of a source' of a problem and solving it 
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is non-obvious. No source of problem was argued and therefore it 
is unclear what problem as well as solution is non-obvious. Is 
the computerization of the accumulation, storage, and analysis of 
large data bases what is meant? This is clearly the reason for 
using a general purpose computer and therefore obvious as 
previously stated. Applicant lastly argues regarding inherency 
which is confusing and non-persuasive because inherency is not an 
obviousness issue. Lastly, applicant repeats that identifying a 
disease-influencing gene in an efficient manneris previously 
unknown and untaught in the prior art. This is non-persuasive as 
the rejection previously stated that automating such large 
database gathering, storage, and analysis is what the well known 
and motivated purpose of general purpose computer is and thus 
supports maintaining this rejection. 
No claim is allowed. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
.CTIOS if SEf fo IXPIRE THREE " -OM gATE OF THIS ^^^^^^ 

TuRisLrT - -^^T^SiLT^Hr 

"^i^^O^lZ^f.^^^ ^HAN SIX MONTHS FROM 

THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 
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